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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 

1 . Witli regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in 
the language in which it was field, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucieotlde andA>r amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filingyfurnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and)br table relating thereto 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies is Identical to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. It Priority 



1 . S The following document has not been furnished: 

13 copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43bisA and 66.7(a)). 

□ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43^/s.1 and 66.7(b)). 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority date. 

2. □ This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim 

has been found invalid (Rules 43/?/s.1 and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international 
filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

3. Additional observations, if necessary: 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43b/s.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty, Inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-8 




No: 


Claims 




Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-8 




No: 


Claims 




Industrial applicability (lA) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-8 




No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Reference is madetp.the following documents: 
D1 : JP - U-52 139407 
D2 : US - A - 5 435 702 

Re Item V 

Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

V-1 The document D1 is regarded as being the closest prior art to the subject-matter 
of claim 1 , and discloses (the references in parentheses applying to this 
document): 

A hermetic compressor (1) comprising an electric driving element (7) ;a 
compressing element (5) driven by the electric driving element (7); and a closed 
vessel (2) for storing the electric driving element (7) and the compressing element 
(5), wherein the compressing element (5) comprises: a shaft (12) having an 
eccentric shaft portion (13) and an auxiliary shaft portion (29) and a spindle 
portion (28) provided coaxially at the top and the bottom with the eccentric shaft 
portion (1 2) between; a cylinder block (1 1 ) provided with a compression chamber; 
a main bearing (24) provided on the cylinder block (11) and supporting the spindle 
portion (28); an auxiliary bearing (23) provided on the cylinder block (11) and 
supporting the auxiliary shaft portion (29); a piston (16) reciprocating in the 
compression chamber; and a connecting means (14) connecting between the 
piston (16) and the eccentric shaft portion (13); wherein a balance weight (29) is 
provided at a side end of the eccentric shaft portion (1 3) of the auxiliary shaft 
portion (29) (Cf. D1;ng.1). 

The further features of claim 1 are new and the claim meets therefore the novelty 
requirement of Article 33(2). 



V-2 The problem solved by the distinguishing features of claim 1 is how to reduce 
vibrations in a hermetical compressor maintaining a good workability in 
assembling. 
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Even though the balance weight in the hermetic compressor of D1 reduces the 
vibrations produced by the piston reciprocating inertia! forces, it does not prevent 
any unbalanced forces in a second direction. D2 , which deals with a similar 
hermetic compressor and recognizes the above problem, also proposes a solution 
providing two balance weights. However, both first and second balance weights 
are located on upper and lower portion of the rotor of the motor section (of. D2; 
column 1 , line 59 - column 2, line 12; Fig. 2) and not directly on the compressor 
shaft. Therefore neither D1 nor D2 hints to the claimed solution. 

As the distinguishing features of claim 1 are not suggested by any of the cited 
documents, the said claim meets therefore the inventive step requirement of 
Article 33(3) PCT. 

V-3 Claims 2-8 are formulated as dependent on claim 1 and therefore also said claims 
meet the requirements of Article 33(2) and (3) PCT. 

V-4 Apart from the opinion on patentability of the application, the following objections 
must be taken into account: 

a) The independent claims are not properly cast in two part form, with those 
features which in combination are part of the prior art (D1 ) being placed in 
the preamble, contrary to the requirements of Rule 6.3 b) i) and ii) PCT. 

b) The features of the claims are not provided with reference signs placed in 
parentheses (Rule 6.2 b) PCT in combination with PCT/GL/ISPE/I ; Part II; 



c) The feature of claim 4, that "the side end of the eccentric shaft portion of the 
spindle portion and the first balance weight are provided with fitting portion 
to be positioned by fitting of concave part and convex part", is not in 
conformity with the description and the figures (cf. application; page 10, lines 
10-15; Fig. 4) as required by Article 6 PCT. If the applicant regards it as 



5.11). 
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appropriate, the word "spindle" in claim 4 should be replaced by "auxiliary 
shaft" in order to overcome this objection. 

d) The terms "the auxiliary shaft portion and the sliding portion of the auxiliary 
shaft portion are separated from the two ends of the auxiliary shaft portion" 
used in claims 5 and 6 are vague and unclear and leave the reader in doubt 
as to the meaning of the technical feature to which they refer, thereby ren- 
dering the definition of the subject-matter of said claims unclear (Article 6 
PCT). 
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